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TELEPHONE INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Applicant submits this telephone interview summary to meet the requirements of 37 
C.F.R. § 1.133(b), and according to the requirements listed in MPEP § 713.04. 

Date/Type of Interview: telephone interview conducted on 21 September 2006 

Examiner: Michael Vu 

Name of Applicant's attorney: M. Gratton 

Exhibits shown or demonstrations conducted: None 

Claims discussed: 1 and 7 

Prior art discussed: Williams (US Patent Publication 2003/0158954) 

General thrust of Examiner's arguments: see below 

General thrust of Applicant's arguments: see below 

Agreement reached and general nature of the agreement: see below 

Proposed amendments: see below 



Other pertinent matters: 

Applicant's undersigned attorney and the Examiner discussed various aspects of the 
system in the rejected claims. Applicant's undersigned explained the system of the present 
application and the differences between the present claims and the Williams and Smith 
references. 

Specifically, Applicant's undersigned attorney explained that Williams does not disclose 
centralized call processing functionalities as recited by the claims (e.g., call processing system in 
an MSC). Rather, Williams discloses a de-centralized wireless communication system lacking an 
MSC and traditional call processing functions (e.g., a switched telephone network). Further, 
Applicant's undersigned attorney explained that there would be no reason to combine Williams 
and Smith to add the MSC from Smith to the translator system of Williams, as Williams is a de- 
centralized system that would not need a centralized switching system (e.g., an MSC). 

The Examiner suggested Applicants amend elements of claim 7 into claim 1 to further 
clarify that the system is a wireless communication network having a centralized switching 
system (e.g., an MSC), rather than a decentralized communication comprising walkie-talkies and 
similar devices. 
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